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Abstract

Resistance distance has been studied extensively in the past years, with the majority of previous
studies devoted to undirected networks, in spite of the fact that various realistic networks are directed.
Although several generalizations of resistance distance on directed graphs have been proposed, they
either have no physical interpretation or are not a metric. In this paper, we first extend the definition
of resistance distance to strongly connected directed graphs based on random walks and show that the
two-node resistance distance on directed graphs is a metric. Then, we introduce the Laplacian matrix for
directed graphs that subsumes the Laplacian matrix of undirected graphs as a particular case, and use its
pseudoinverse to express the two-node resistance distance, and many other relevant quantities derived
from resistance distances. Moreover, we define the resistance distance between a vertex and a vertex
group on directed graphs and further define a problem of optimally selecting a group of fixed number of
nodes, such that their resistance distance is minimized. Since this combinatorial optimization problem
is NP-hard, we present a greedy algorithm with a proved approximation ratio, and conduct experiments

on model and realistic networks to validate the performance of this approximation algorithm.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Network science is a cornerstone in the study of realistic complex systems ranging from
biologic to social systems. One of the most powerful tools for network science is electrical
networks, which have led to great success in both algorithmic and practical aspects of complex
networks [1]. Given an undirected graph, its underlying electrical network is the network obtained
by replacing every edge e with weight w(e) in G with a resistor having conductance 1/w(e).
A fundamental quantity of electrical networks is effective resistance, also called resistance
distance [2]. For any pair of nodes ¢ and j, its effective resistance is defined as the potential
difference between them when a unit current is injected at ¢ and extracted from j. It has
been proved that the effective resistance is a distance metric [2], which plays a pivotal role
in characterizing network structure [3] and various dynamics taking place on networks [4].

Since its establishment, resistance distance has become an important basis of algorithmic
graph theory, based on which researchers have obtained landmark results for fast algorithms
solving multiple key problems [5], such as computing maximum flows and minimum cuts [6]—[8],
sampling random trees [9], solving traveling salesman problems [10], and sparsifying graphs [11].
In addition to its theoretical significance, resistance distance has proven ubiquitous in numerous
practical settings, including graph clustering [11], collaborative recommendation [12], graph
embedding [13], graph centrality [14]-[17], link prediction [18], and so on.

Apart from the resistance distance itself, various graph invariants based on resistance distance
have been defined and studied, such as the Kirchhoff index [2], [19] and the multiplicative degree-
Kirchhoff index [20]. The Kirchhoff index of a graph is the sum of effective resistances over all
pairs of nodes, which has found broad applications in diverse fields [21]-[23]. For example, it
has been used to measure the overall connectedness of a network [24], the global utility of social
recommender networks [25], as well as the robustness of the first-order consensus algorithm in
noisy networks [26]-[28]. The multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index of a graph is defined as a
weighted sum of effective resistances of all node pairs. It is a multiple of the Kemeny’s constant
of the graph [20], which spans a wide range of applications in various practical scenarios [29],
[30].

In view of the theoretical and practical importance of effective resistance and its related
graph invariants, effective resistance has been studied extensively in the past decades [31]—

[34]. Particularly, a large volume of research has been devoted to resistance distance and their
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properties [3]. Most previous studies are intended for undirected networks, in spite of the fact
that many of realistic networks are directed, including the World Wide Web, food webs, and
social networks, among others. Although several existing studies touched on effective resistance
for directed graphs [35]-[40], they have typically not tackled this question directly, since they
have no physical interpretations and are not a distance metric. In this sense, there is a disconnect
between the notion of effective resistance and directed graphs.

In this paper, we provide an in-depth study on effective resistances, their properties and
applications in directed networks. First, based on the connection governing effective resistance
and escape probability of random walks on undirected graphs [1], we provide a natural gen-
eralization of effective resistance on undirected graphs to strongly connected directed graphs,
which is shown to be a distance metric. We then define the Laplacian matrix for directed graphs
and provide an examination on its properties, on the basis of which we provide expressions
for two-node effective resistance, Kirchhoff index, and multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index for
directed graphs. Moreover, we introduce the notion of effective resistance between a node and a
node group, and propose an NP-hard problem of selecting a set of fixed number of nodes, aiming
at minimizing the sum of the effective resistance between the node group and all other nodes.
We continue to prove that the objective function of the problem is monotone and supermodular,
and develop a greedy algorithm to approximately solve this problem in cube time, which has
a provable approximation guarantee. Finally, we carry on experiments on several model and

realistic networks to evaluate this approximation algorithm.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we briefly introduce some useful notations and tools for the convenience of

the description of definitions, properties, and algorithms.

A. Notations

We use R to denote real number field, normal lowercase letters like a, b, ¢ to denote scalars in
R, calligraphic uppercase letters like .4, B, C to denote sets, bold lowercase letters like a, b, ¢ to
denote column vectors, and bold uppercase letters like A, B, C to denote matrices. We write a;
to denote the i entry of vector a and A; ; to denote the (i, j)™ entry of matrix A unless stated
otherwise. We also write A;. to denote the i™ row of A and A. ; to denote the j™ column of A.

For any matrix A € R"*", we use A" to denote its transpose satisfying (A"); ; = A;,, and we
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use Tr (A) to denote the trace of the matrix A: Tr (A) = > " | A;,. For any vector a € R",
we use Diag(a) to denote an n-by-n diagonal matrix with its 7" diagonal entry equalling a;.

We write sets in matrix subscripts to denote submatrices. For example, Az ;s denotes the
submatrix of A with row indices in Z and column indices in J. We write A,; to denote the
submatrix of A obtained by removing the i row and ™ column of A, and write A\x to denote
the submatrix of A with rows and columns corresponding to indices in set X removed. For
example, for an n X n matrix A, A\, denotes the submatrix A;.,,_ .,—1. It should be stressed
that we use A\_n1 to denote the inverse of A\, instead of a submatrix of AL

For a matrix A € R™*", we use A\;(A), A2(A),..., A\, (A) to denote its n eigenvalues. Unless
otherwise stated, the matrices considered in this paper are all real matrices. We introduce two

types of generalized inverse for any matrix A.

Definition II.1. [41] The Moore-Penrose inverse Al of matrix A is the matrix satisfying the

following conditions:

AATA= A, ATAAT = AT,

AAT=(AAD)", AlA=(AlA)".

Definition IL1.2. [42] The group inverse A" of A is the matrix satisfying the following condi-

tions:

AATA=A ATAA* = A, AA" = AT A.

In the sequel, unless otherwise noted, we refer to the Moore-Penrose inverse of a matrix
simply as its pseudoinverse for conciseness. If a matrix A commutes with its pseudoinverse,
ie., ATA = AAT, itis an EP-matrix [43]. In addition, we write e;, 1, I to denote, respectively,

the i standard basis vector, the all-ones vector and the identity matrix of appropriate dimension.

B. Random Walks on Undirected Graphs

Let G = (V,E,W) denote an undirected weighted graph on the node (vertex) set V =
{1,2,...,n}. Its weighted adjacent matrix W € R™*" is nonnegative and symmetric, the (7, j)®
entry of which is defined as: W, ; = W;, > 0 if (i,5) € £, and W, ; = W;; = 0 otherwise.
We use N (i) to denote the set of neighbors of node 4. That is, for each node j in N (i), there
exists an edge (i,7) € €. Then the degree of node i € V is d; = >,y Wij = >0 Wi
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The volume of G, denoted by dg, is defined as the sum of degrees of all nodes as dg = > -, d;.
The Laplacian matrix L of G is defined as L = D — W, where D = Diag(W'1) is the degree
diagonal matrix of G with the i diagonal element being the degree d; of node 1.

The Laplacian matrix L is symmetric and positive semidefinite. All its eigenvalues are non-
negative, with a unique zero eigenvalue, and the null space of L is {k1|k € R\{0}}. Since L is
not invertible, its pseudoinverse L' is of great importance. As will be shown below, L' can be
used to calculate various relevant quantities, such as the resistance distance and Kirchhoff index

for electrical networks. Let J denote the matrix with all entries being ones, Then we have [19]
1
LL'=L'L=1--J, (1)
n
1\ 1
Lt = <L + —J) ——J. (2)
n n

Note that for a general symmetric matrix, it shares the same null space as its Moore-Penrose
generalized inverse [44]. Thus, the null space of LT is also {k1|k € R\{0}}.

The normalized Laplacian matrix L of G is defined as [45]:

LY D2 (D—- A)D'/?* =D '2LD 3)

It is easy to verify that the normalized Laplacian matrix Lis symmetric and positive semidefi-
nite [46], with all eigenvalues being nonnegative real numbers.

A random walk on graph G is a Markov chain with transition probability matrix P = D™'W.,

Here we assume that G is a connected non-bipartite graph. Then the Markov chain is irre-

ducible [47], with a unique stationary distribution. Let w = (71, 7o, . . . ,wn)T be the associated

d;
2k i

t =1,2,...,n. Moreover, this Markov chain on G is reversible, satisfying m; P, ; = m;P;; for

vector of stationary probabilities. Then 7' P = " and 1" = 1, obeying m; =

_ di
= 4 for

every pair of nodes ¢ and .

One of the most important quantities about random walks is the hitting time. The hitting time
H(i,j) from vertex i to vertex j is the expected time for a random walk starting from vertex 4
visits vertex j for the first time. The commute time C'(4, j) between vertex i and vertex j is the
expected time taken by a random walk originating from vertex ¢ first reaches vertex j and then
returns to vertex ¢, namely, C(i, j) = H (i, j) + H(j, 7). The hitting time H (i, X') from vertex i
to a vertex group X C V is the expected time taken by a walk arrives at any node in X for the

first time. The commute time C'(i, X') between vertex ¢ and vertex group X is the expected time

February 9, 2023 DRAFT



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY 6

needed by a random walk starting from vertex 7 first visits some vertex in X and then returns
to vertex 4.

A key quantity based on hitting times for random walk on graph G is the Kemeny’s constant
K(G), which is defined as the expected time required for a random walk starting from a vertex
1 to a destination vertex chosen randomly according to a stationary distribution 7 of random
walks on G [29]. In other words, K(G) = >, m;H (i, j), which is independent of the selection
of starting vertex i [48], obeying relation )7, m;H(i,j) = > 7_, m;H(k,j) for an arbitrary
pair of vertices ¢ and k. The quantity K(G) is characterized by the eigenvalues of transition
probability matrix P and normalized Laplacian matrix L [48].

n

1 1
KO= 2 73w~ & M) @

1=1
A (P)#1 X; (£)#£0

The Kemeny’s constant has found applications in diverse areas [29], [30]. First, it has been
used to characterize the criticality [49] or connectivity [50] for a graph. It was also applied to
measure the efficiency of user navigation through the World Wide Web [48]. Finally, it was
exploited to quantify the performance of a class of noisy formation control protocols [51], and
the efficiency of robotic surveillance in network environments [52]. Very recently, nearly linear
time algorithms for evaluating the Kemeny’s constant have been developed [30], [53].

The escape probability P.s(i, j) from vertex i to vertex j is the probability that a random walk
starting at ¢ will reach j before it returns to i. Analogously, the escape probability P.s(i, X') from
vertex ¢ to vertex set X is the probability that a random walk starting at - will reach some node

in set X before it returns to <.

C. Harmonic Function, Electrical Network and Resistance Distance
For graph G = (V, £, W), a function ¢ : V — R defined on G is called a harmonic function
with boundary set X C V if
> Po() = (i), (5)

JEN ()
holds for every node i € V\X. The averaging in (5) can be accounted for as an expectation
after one jump of random walks. Thus, harmonic functions play an important role in the study

of random walks and electrical networks, which has a close connection with random walks [1].
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For any undirected weighted graph G = (V, £, W), we can construct a corresponding electrical
network by replacing each edge (i,j) € £ with a resistor 7(i,5) = 1/W, ;. Let V (k) denote
the electric potential at vertex k, and let /(k) denote the amount of current injected into vertex
k. If we apply a unit voltage between vertices s and ¢, making V' (s) = 1 and V() = 0, then
the potential V' (k) at any vertex k is a harmonic function with the boundary set {s,¢}. Driven
by the voltage, a current /(s) will flow into the circuit from the outside source. The amount of
current that flows depends upon the overall resistance in the circuit. Then, the resistance distance
(s, t) between vertices s and ¢ is defined as Q(s,t) = 1/1(s). The reciprocal ((s,t) of Q(s, 1)
is called the effective conductance between s and ¢. Note that if the voltage between s and ¢
is multiplied by a constant, then the current /(s) is multiplied by the same constant. Therefore,
(s, t) depends only on the ratio of the voltage between s and ¢ to the current /(s) flowing into
the circuit.

The resistance distance (7, j) is a remarkably important metric for measuring the similarity
between vertices s and t on graph G = (V,E, W) [12]. It can be expressed in terms of the

entries of the pseudoinverse of Laplacian matrix L as [2], [12]:
O®i,j) = (e; — ;) LT (e; — ¢;).

The resistance distance €2(7, j) can also be expressed in terms of the diagonal elements of the

inverse for submatrices of L as follows [54]:
. -1 ~1
Qi j) = (L)), = (L)) ©)

Since electrical networks have been found to have interesting analogies of random walks
in undirected graphs [1], one can present a precise characterization of effective resistance in
electrical networks in terms of random walks on corresponding graphs. For example, the resis-
tance distance (i, j) between a pair of vertices i and j in graph G = (V, £, W) encodes their
commute time C'(z,j) [55]:

dgQ(i, j) = C(i, j)-

Moreover, effective resistance can also be interpreted in terms of escape probability. It was shown
in [1] that there exists an elegant connection between effective conductance ((i,j) and escape
probability P (7,7) as ((i,]) = d; Pes(, j). Considering ((,7) = 1/9(1,j) and d; = dg;, one

can build the relation between resistance distance, escape probability and stationary distribution.
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Proposition I1.3. For any pair of different vertices i and j in graph G = (V,E, W),

1
o0i,4) = dgm; Pes(i, ) @
In addition to commute time and escape probability, many other quantities about random
walks are related to some corresponding quantities of electrical networks. Let ¢; ;(k) denote the
probability that a random walk starting from vertex k& will visit vertex ¢ before reaching j. Then,
¢i;(-) is a harmonic function with boundary set {i,j}. It has been known that ¢, ;(k) equals

the voltage V}, at vertex k£ when a unit voltage is applied between ¢ and j [1]. By definition of

escape probability, we have

Puy(i,j) =1— Z P, .¢;;(k).
ki

Thus, for any pair of different vertices 7 and j, the resistance distance €2(i, j) can be alternatively

expressed in the following way:

Q. j) = 1 - ®
dg; (1 - > R,k¢i,j(k)>

ki

We can also define the resistance distance {2(i, X') between a vertex i and a set of vertices X
in graph G = (V, €, W). For this purpose, we treat G as an electrical network, where all vertices
in X are grounded. Thus, those vertices in X always have voltage 0. The resistance distance
Q(i, X) is defined as the voltage of vertex ¢ when a unit current enters the network G at vertex
i and leaves it at nodes X'. For a random walk on an undirected graph G, let ¢; x(k) denote the
probability that the walk starting at vertex k reaches vertex ¢ before visiting any vertex in set X’.
Then, ¢; (k) is equal to the voltage at vertex k& when a unit current is injected in vertex ¢ and
extracted in nodes belonging to X. It has been shown that this voltage equals e; L\_ ;ei [17].

Thus, we have
0, ) = (Li4) .

which is consistent with (6) when X" includes only one node j. The resistance distance (7, X)

can also be interpreted in terms of the escape probability P (i, X') of random walks as

1
Qi X)) = ——
(i, ) g P, X))

Besides the resistance distance itself, many other important quantities based on resistance
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distances have been defined and studied, such as the resistance distance of a single vertex or

vertex set [14], [16], the Kirchhoff index [2], and the multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index [20].

Definition IL.4. [56] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V,E, W), the resistance distance

of vertex 1 is defined as

Qi) = Y Qi j)-

jEV
Definition IL.5. [17] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V,E, W), the resistance distance
Q(X) of a vertex group X CV is defined as
QX)) =D Q(, X).
JEV
Both the resistance distance of a single vertex ¢ and the resistance distance of a vertex group

X can be expressed in terms of the entries of the pseudoinverse of Laplacian matrix.

Proposition 11.6. [56] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V,E, W) with n vertices, the

resistance distance €)(i) of any vertex i € V can be expressed as
Qi) =nL}, + Tr (L)

Proposition IL.7. [17] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V,E, W), the resistance distance

Q(X) of any vertex set X CV can be expressed as

O(X) = Tr (L\—;) .

The resistance distance 2(i) of vertex ¢ can be used to measure the importance of i, which
is equal to the information centrality [14], [16]. Analogously, the resistance distance Q(X’) has
been applied to quantify the importance of nodes in X [17].

We continue to introduce two quantities defined on the basis of resistance distances, the
Kirchhoff index [2] and the multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index [20], both of which are graph

invariants.

Definition IL.8. [2] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V,E, W), the Kirchhoff index R(G)
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of G is defined as the sum of the resistance distances over all pairs of nodes in V:

R(G) = Z Qi j)-

The multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index [20] is a modification of the Kirchhoff index, which

is defined as follows.

Definition I1.9. [20] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V,E, W), the multiplicative degree-
Kirchhoff index R*(G) of G is defined as the weighted sum of the resistance distances over all

pairs of nodes in V:
N

R(G) = Z(didﬂﬂ(i,j)-

It has been shown [20] that the multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index R*(G) of a graph G is

equal to 2dg times the Kemeny constant of the graph.

III. RESISTANCE DISTANCE ON DIRECTED GRAPHS

In this section, we present a generalization of effective resistance for strongly connected
directed graphs, which is a natural extension. Moreover, we introduce the Laplacian matrix for
directed graphs and express the effective resistance in terms of the pseudoinverse of Laplacian
matrix. Since the notion of electrical networks is inherently related to undirected graphs, we

define the resistance distance for directed graphs based on random walks.

A. Random Walks on Directed Graphs

Let G = (V,&, W) be a weighted directed graph (digraph) with vertex set V = {1,2,...,n},
edge set £, and nonnegative weighted adjacent matrix W. In general, W is asymmetric, whose
entry W, ; is defined in the following way: W, ; > 0 if there is a directed edge (or arc) (i, )
in £ pointing to j from i, W, ; = 0 otherwise. For any vertex ¢ € V), its out-degree is defined
as df = 22:1 W, ;, and its in-degree is defined as d; = Z;‘:l W;,;. Though d; is generally
not equal to d;, the relation dg = 7" d = > ", d; = 31, > " | Wi always holds. We
call dg as the volume of the digraph G. In the sequel, unless otherwise noted, we refer to the
out-degree of a vertex simply as its degree and use d; for d; for conciseness.

For a digraph G = (V, &£, W), let D = Diag(W'1) be its degree diagonal matrix, and define

P = D'W. By definition, P is the transition probability matrix of a Markov chain associated
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with a random walk on G. At each time step, the random walk at its current state ¢ jumps
to a neighbor vertex j with probability P,; = W, ;/d;. Throughout this paper we assume the
graph G is strongly connected, i.e., every vertex in ) is reachable from every other vertex,
implying that P is irreducible. Let w = (m;, 75, ..., 7,)  be the unique vector presenting the
stationary distribution of the random walk on digraph G, satisfying #'P =#" and #'1 = 1.
Perron-Frobenius theory guarantees that 7 exists and its entries are strictly positive [57]. Let
IT = Diag(m) be the diagonal matrix with the entries of 7 on the diagonal.

Note that for random walks on a digraph, the hitting time, the commute time, the escape
probability, and the Kemeny’s constant can also be defined as in the case of undirected graphs.
Moreover, (4) still holds. In the case without incurring confusion, we represent relevant quantities

for random walks on a digraph G by using the same notations as those in undirected graphs.

B. Effective Resistance between a Pair of Vertices

Since electric networks cannot be constructed for digraphs, we define resistance distance on

digraphs using the concept of escape probability for random walks by extending (7) to digraphs.

Definition II1.1. For a digraph G = (V,E, W), the resistance distance §)(i, j) between any pair
of vertices 1 and j is defined as

1
Q(%]) — dgﬂ'ipes(ivj)’ 1
0, =]

Recall that for random walks on a digraph G, ¢; ;(k) represents the probability that a walker
starting from vertex & will reach vertex ¢ before vertex j. We call the probability ¢; ;(k) as
generalized voltage. It is easy to verify that the generalized voltage is still a harmonic function
on directed graphs. Moreover, Pe(i,j) can be expressed in terms of generalized voltages as
P(i,7) =1 =3 P, ;¢; ;(k). Then as in the case of undirected graphs, the following relation
holds .

1

dgﬂ',' (1 — Z Pz,k¢l,j(k)>

ki

Q(i, j) = €))

for i # j.
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Theorem IIL.2. For any pair of vertices i and j in digraph G, the commute times C(i,j) and

the resistance (i, j) obeys the following relation
- r ...
g

Proof. For a random walk on digraph G, let 7 be the first time for the walk starting at vertex ¢
returns to vertex ¢. And let o be the first time for a walk starting at vertex ¢ returns to ¢ after
visiting vertex j. It is known that the expectation of 7 is E(7) = ﬁi [58]. By definition, the
expectation of ¢ is E(o) = C(4, 7). It is obvious that 7 < ¢ and the probability of 7 = o is
exactly the escape probability P(i, 7). Furthermore, for the case 7 < o, after the first 7 step
jumpings, the walk will continue to jump from ¢ until it visits 5 and then returns to ¢. Thus, we
have E(o — 7) = (1 — P(i,7)) E(0), which leads to

1
mC (i, j )’

Then, the assertion follows by Definition III.1. O

Pes(iaj) =

Theorem II1.2 extends the results for undirected graphs [55].
On the basis of above-defined resistance distance between a pair of vertices on digraphs, we
can further define the resistance distance for each vertex 7 € 1V and related Kirchhoff indices for

digraphs.

Definition IIL.3. For a digraph G = (V,E, W), the resistance distance of vertex i € V is

Qi) =>_ Q). (11)

jEV
As for unweighted graphs, the resistance distance €2(i) on directed graphs can be used to
quantify the importance of vertex i. We will show later, the smaller the resistance distance (i),
the more important vertex ¢ is.
We proceed to extend the definitions of the Kirchhoff index and multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff
index to digraphs.

Definition IIL.4. For a weighted digraph G = (V,E, W) with stationary distribution 7 for
random walks, the Kirchhoff index R(G) and the multiplicative Kirchhoff index R*(G) are defined,
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respectively, as

R(G) = Z (i, ) (12)

and

R(G) = dg Y mm;Qi, ). (13)

It can be easily verified that the Kirchhoff index and multiplicative Kirchhoff index for digraphs

subsume the two indices on undirected graphs as special cases.

C. Effective Resistance between a Vertex and a Vertex Group

By using the escape probability, we can also define the resistance distance between a vertex

and a group of vertices on digraphs.

Definition IIL5. For a digraph G = (V,E,w), the resistance distance §)(i, X) between a vertex

i € V and a nonempty vertex group X C V with i ¢ X is defined as

o 1
00X = ) (1

For random walks on a digraph G, we call the probability ¢; x(k) as the generalized voltage
at vertex k. It is not difficult to verify that the escape probability P.(i, X') satisfies Pos(i, X') =

1—=> P, ;¢ x(j), we have
J#i
. 1
Q>i, X) = _ (15)

dgm; (1 -> Pi,j¢i,X(j)>

J#i

Theorem IIL.6. For a vertex i and a set X of vertices in digraph G, the commute times C(i, X')

and the resistance distance (i, X') obeys the following relation

O, X) = digca, X). (16)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem III.2. U

We now introduce the notion of resistance distance of a vertex group X.
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Definition IIL.7. For a vertex group X C V in a connected directed weighted graph G =
(V,E, W), its resistance distance QU(X) is defined as

Qx) = ZQ(Z X).

By Definition IIL.7, the resistance distance 2(X') is the sum of the resistance distance €2(i, X')
between vertex group X and all vertices i € V. As will be shown later, 2(X) can be used to
identify the importance of the vertices in X’ as a group. The smaller the quantity (X), the
more important the vertices in X. Thus, the reciprocal 1/Q(X) of Q(X) is a group centrality

for digraphs.

IV. LAPLACIAN MATRIX AND EFFECTIVE RESISTANCE FOR DIGRAPHS

In this section, we introduce the Laplacian matrix for digraphs and study its properties by
using the tools of matrix analysis. Then, we represent resistance distances and their associated
quantities in terms of the pseudoinverse of Laplacian matrix for digraphs. Moreover, we will

prove that two-node resistance distance defined in the proceeding section is a distance metric.

A. Definition and Properties of Laplacian Matrix

We here introduce the notion of the Laplacian matrix for digraphs, and present a detailed

analysis for its properties and those for its pseudoinverse.

Definition IV.1. For a weighted digraph G = (V,E, W), let P denote its transition probability
matrix and let I1 = Diag(m) denote the diagonal matrix with the stationary probabilities on the

diagonal. Then, the Laplacian matrix L of G is defined as

L < dgIi(I - P). (17)

It is easy to verify that L = D — W when the graph G is undirected. Thus, the Laplacian
matrix for digraphs is a natural extension of that for undirected graphs. Note that in [59]-[61],
the Laplacian matrix for digraphs has been defined as II(I — P), which does not include the
Laplacian matrix for undirected graphs as a particular case, and is thus different from that in
Definition IV.1. As we will show below, using the Laplacian matrix in Definition IV.1, the
effective resistances and their relevant quantities have the same expression forms as those for

undirected graphs.
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For a digraph, we can also define the normalized Laplacian matrix L as

~ dof H—1/2LH—1/2
Vg T /g

It is easy to verify that (18) is reduced to (3) when G is undirected. The normalized Laplacian

= IIY3(I — P)I1T /2. (18)

matrix L was previously introduced in [59]-[61].
We next show that the Laplacian matrix given by Definition IV.1 has some typical properties

or identical expressions as those for undirected graphs.

Lemma IV.2. The sum of each column and each row of L equals 0. Namely, L1 = 0 and
1"L =0.

Proof. We first prove L1 = 0. By definition of L, one has
L1 =dg(m —IIP1) =dg (w —I11) = 0,
where the fact that P is a row stochastic matrix has been used. Similarly, we have
1'"L=dg(x" —1'IIP) =dg (" — ' P).
Considering " P = w " we derive 1" L = 0. O
Lemma IV.3. The null space of L is {k1|k € R\{0}}.
Lemma IV4. The matrix L — %11T is invertible.

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. Suppose that matrix L — %11T is not invertible,

then there exists a nonzero vector x satisfying (L — %11T) x = 0. Multiplying both sides by

1" (L — l117) x=0.
n

Considering 1"L = 0 and 171 = n we obtain

17 gives

1’z =0. (19)

On the other hand, by applying (19) we have (L — %11T) x = Lz = 0. According to Lemma IV.3,
we have

x =kl kecR)\{0}. (20)
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Both (19) and (20) lead to a contradiction. Therefore, (L — £117) is invertible. O

Proposition IV.5. Let L' be the pseudoinverse of the Laplacian matrix L. Then, LT = (L — %11T) _1—|—
1117

Proof. Let M = (L — %llT)_1 + %llT. To prove L' = M, we will check the Penrose

conditions. First, we prove that LM is symmetric. From Lemma IV.2,

1 -
LM =L (L - —11T> +-L11"
n

n
1 1 1 -1
= KL — —11T) + —11T} (L — —11T)
n n n
1. - 1.\
—I+-117 (L - =11 . Q1)
n n

Again using Lemma IV.2, we have

17 (L — 111T) =17,
n

which implies )
] _
—1" =17 (L — —11T) . (22)
n

Both (21) and (22) lead to
[
LM=1--11". (23)
n

Thus, LM is symmetric. In a similar way, we next prove that M L is symmetric. From

1
<L — —11T> 1=-1,
n

we have

Therefore
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1
=I— 5111 (24)

indicating that M L is symmetric. We continue to check LM L = L. Based on (23), we have
[
LML= (I—--11" |L=1L.
n
The final step is to prove M LM = M. (24) means
1.+ 1. +
MLM =|I—-—-11" |M =M —--11 M.
n n

The term %11TM is evaluated as

1 1 1 | 1
“11'M ==11"T (L — —11T) + 2117 x 2117
n n n n n

1 1
=—-11"+-11" =0.
n n

Thus, we have

MLM = M.
Since M satisfies the Penrose conditions, it equals the pseudoinverse LT of L. U

Corollary IV.6. The sum of each column and each row of L' equals 0. Namely, the following
equalities hold

1) L1 =0;

2) 1Lt =0;

3) LI =0

i,jev
Corollary IV.7. The Laplacian matrix L is EP-matrix.
Proof. Combining (23) and (24) gives LL' = LTL. O

Since L is EP-matrix, its Moore-Penrose inverse L' equals its group inverse L# [43].

Lemma IV.8. For any nonempty node set X ;Cé V, the submatrix L\ is invertible and the

. -1 . . .
lnverse L\X IS entrywise nonnegative.

-
Proof. Clearly, the diagonal matrix IT is invertible, and its inverse II! = Diag ((i Lo i) ) .

T T2
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Define .
7 L im (Px)' | TICL. (25)
dg t—o0 P \ \ X
Since ||P.x|| < 1, we have
. t
tlggo (P\X) =0,
which leads to the convergence of the limit in (25):
t
. i ~1
Jim > (Rx) = (I-Rax) (26)
i=0

Thus, the following statement holds

t
LT =Ty (I - Px) [}HOHO ) (P\X)Z] M =1,
=0

which implies T' = L

¥ Due to the nonnegativity of é, IT™!' and Py, T defined by (25) is

entrywise nonnegative. O

Ly
qT Lk,k
associated with a directed graph by exchanging respectively, the k'™ and n'® rows, and k'™ and

Ly, I N Lt r
n™ columns of L where p = kL and q = RIR=LY et Lt = ( )\k
Lk L1 st (LM

be the matrix obtained from pseudoinverse L' of L by performing the same operation on L.

Lemma IV.9. Let L = be a block matrix obtained from the Laplacian matrix L

Then the inverse of the (n — 1) x (n — 1) matrix Ly;, exists and is given by

I

Lyl = ([+ 107 )(E)(T+117) = (1 —1) L! e

Proof. From Lemma IV.2, we obtain L\;1 + p = 0, 1TL\k +q' =0, and Ly, = —1"p =
1"L\;1; while from Corollary IV.6, we have (L')\,1 +r = 0, 1"(L')\;, + s" = 0, and
(L")gx = —1"r =1T(L")\x1. Then, we derive

(F+117) (L), (T +117) =(LF)y + ()11 + 117 (L), + 117 (LF) 117

=L —r1" —1s" +1L},17
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—(r )& _{N | @7)

Multiplying on the left and right sides of the term in the last line of (27) by Ly; yields:

Ly (I —1) Lt _I L\, = (L\k P) Lt L\Tk
U Y |
= (I 0) LL'L .

~(ro)&{ ) -t

Lemma IV.8 implies that L\, is invertible. Multiplying both sides of the above equation by

matrix L\_k1 on the left and right gives the desired result. U

Corollary IV.10. Let i, j, and k be three vertices in a weighted digraph G = (V,E, W). If
1# k and j # k, then
(L\_kl)ij = LL,k + LZT',j - L;'r,k - Lch,j'

Proof. Applying Lemma IV.9 we have
(L‘1> —e/ L'e; = e (I —1> Lt I e,
\k ij © H\k I i _1-|— J
=e; (L")\ve; —e/r (1e;)

— (eiTl) STEj + L,TM (eiTllTej)

_7t T T T
—Lz’,j - Li,k - Lk,j + Lk,kv

which completes the proof. U

B. Expressions for Effective Resistance and Associated Quantities

In this subsection, we provide expressions for two-node effective resistance, effective resistance
between a node and a node set, and their associated quantities, in terms of the entries of the

pseudoinverse L' of Laplacian matrix L and its submatrices.
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Theorem IV.11. For a weighted digraph G = (V,E, W), the resistance distance (i, j) between

a pair of vertices 1 and j is expressed as
Q(i,j) = (e;—e;)"Li(e; —e;) = LI, + Lt . — L. — L' . (28)

Proof. Note that when i = j, Q(i,j) = 0 and (e; — €;) " L'(e; — e;) = 0. Thus, (28) holds for
1 = j. We next show that (28) also holds for i # j.

According to the connection between escape probability and generalized voltages, we have
dgm; Pes(i, j) = dg; <1 = H,k¢i,j(k)> ,
ki

which can be written in matrix-vector form as
dgm; Pes(i, j) = [dgII(I — P)(i, j)]; = [L(i, j)]; - (29)

where @(i,j) = (¢ (1), i;(2), ..., ¢i;(n))" with ¢, ;(i) = 1 and ¢; ;(j) = 0. Recall that the

generalized voltage ¢, ;(k) is a harmonic function, satisfying
Z Py (1) = i (k)
leN (k)
for every k € V\{i, j}. From the above equation, we deduce
> dgm Py (¢15(k) — ¢15(1) =0,
leN (k)

which is recast in matrix-vector form as
Lk,:¢)(i7 ]) = 07 (30)

where k # i and k # j. By (9), the resistance distance €)(7, j) is represented as

o
009 = g GD

For brevity of the following proof, we define x(i,j) = e; — e;. In order to obtain ¢ (i, j), we

introduce the following system of linear equations:

~

L(i,j) = ax(i, j), (32)
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where a@ > 0 is a constant. Note that, any solution ¢(i,7) of the system of linear equations
given by (30) is also a solution of system (32) with properly selected «. Since L is a singular
matrix, system (32) has an infinite family of possible solutions. Moreover, if qAb(z, j) is a solution
of system (32), then any solution of system (32) takes the form of ¢A)(z, j) + 51, where (3 is a
real number. It is easy to verify that ¢(i, j) = aL'x(i,7) is a solution of system (32). Then
&(i,7) can be represented as ¢ (i, j) = ¢(i,5) + 1 = aLx(i,j) + f1. From ¢i;(i) =1 and
¢i;(j) =0, we have

ae] Lx(i,j) + 8 =1, (33)
ae] L'x(i,j)+ B =0. (34)
Combining (33) and (34) gives
. 1 - _ e; LTx(i, )
x(i,5) T Lix(i,5) x (4, 7) " LTx (3, 5)
Thus, we have N .
o) = Lxtig)  le Lix(i, j)

x(i,4)TLix(i,5)  x(i,§)TLix(i,j)
According to (31), €2(i, j) can be expressed as

x(i,4) "L (i, j)

YOI = ML Lix(i.j) - Lie Lix(i. )], >
From Lemma IV.2, we have . o
By using (23), the numerator of right-hand side of (36) is
[LL'x(i,5)], = KI — %11T> X(i,j)] =1
Then, the desired result follows. O

The resistance distance (7, j) between two vertices 7 and j can also be expressed in terms

of the diagonal elements of the inverse for submatrices of L.

Theorem IV.12. The resistance distance )i, j) between any pair of vertices i and j in a
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weighted digraph G = (V,E, W) can be represented as
N s N |
i - (559, (53),.

Proof. This is a direct conclusion from Theorem IV.11 and Corollary IV.10. U

We proceed to prove that (4, j) on a digraph G is a distance metric.

Theorem IV.13. The effective resistance in Definition Ill.1 is a metric. In other words, for three
vertices i, j, and k in a digraph G = (V, ), their resistance distances satisfy the following three
properties:

1) (Non-negativity) (i, 7) > 0 with equality if and only i = j.

2) (Symmetry) Q(i,j) = Q(j, 1).

3) (Triangle inequality) )i, j) < Q(i, k) + Q(k, j).

Proof. First, by definition (i, j) = 0 when ¢ = j. For ¢ # j, it is easy to see that Q(i,j) > 0
by using Lemma IV.8 and Theorem IV.12.

From Theorem IV.11, we have
Q(iaj) = sz + Lj‘,j - LZTJ - L;z = Lj‘,j + Lsz - L;z - L;r,j = Q(.j7 i)a

which implies symmetry.
We finally prove the triangle inequality. For three arbitrary vertices ¢, j, and k in digraph G,

we have

O, k) + Qk, ) = Q0,5) = (L + By = L, = £1,) + (Bl + L], - Ef, - L],
(37)

By Corollary IV.10, the left-hand side of (37) is equal to (L\_kl)i,j+(L\_k1) j,i» Which is nonnegative

according to Lemma IV.8. 0]

Proposition IV.14. The resistance distance $)(i) for arbitrary vertex i in a weighted digraph

G =(V,E,W) can be expressed as

Qi) =nL}, + Tr (L)
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Proof. From Theorem IV.11 and Corollary IV.6, we have
Q(l) = Z Q@J) = Z (LIZ + L;[',j - L;[,j - LL)
jEV JEV

=nL},+Tr (L) + > LI, +> LI,

jeV jev
=nL], + Tr (L),
which finishes the proof. O

When G is undirected, Proposition IV.14 is reduced to Proposition II.6.

The resistance distance €2(7) can also be expressed by the trace or spectrum of submatrix Li;.

Proposition IV.15. The resistance distance $)(i) for arbitrary vertex i in a weighted digraph

G = (V,E,W) can be expressed as

Proof. By Corollary 1V.12, we have

. . _ _ 1
Q(q) :ZQ(ZJ) = Z (L\il> - =Tr (L\i1> - e (L)
jev JEV\{i} I f=1 RN
This completes the proof. 0]

In the following, we show that these two Kirchhoff indices on directed graphs can be expressed

by using the Laplacians.

Theorem IV.16. For a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W) with n vertices and volume dg, let L and
L be, respectively, its Laplacian matrix and normalized Laplacian matrix. Then the Kirchhoff
index R(G) and the multiplicative Kirchhoff index R*(G) of digraph G can be expressed as
follows.

1) (Kirchhoff index)
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2) (Multiplicative Kirchhoff index)

R (G) = dgK(G) = dg Z ﬁ — dgTr (ET) .

X; (£)#0

Proof. We first prove item 1). From (28) and (12), we have

Z Q(i,7) Z Q(i,7) Z (LIZ + L;f»’j — Lj’j — sz) . (38)

i,j=1 z]EV szV
1<j

By Corollary IV.6, the last sum term is evaluated by

So(EL+ Ll - Ll L) = YL+ Y L] =20 (L), (39)
1,jEV 1,jEV 1,jEV
Considering (38), (39), and the fact that Tr (LT) > N(L)£0 ( 7y We deduce
1
R(G)=nTr (L") =n Z NI
Ai(D)#0 !

Next, we prove item 2). Applying Corollary II1.2 and considering the fact that 37, w; H (4, j)

is independent of vertex ¢, we have

i,j=1 i,j=1

=dg Z miH(i,j) = ngﬂ'j =dgK(G).
i,JEV JjEY

Since the Kemeny’s constant can be expressed by the eigenvalues of P and there is a one-to-one

correspondence between the eigenvalues of P and L, we have

1 - 1 ~

which implies

1 -
RG)=dg S —= =dgTr (LT)
i=1 Z(L)
2;(L)#£0
This completes the proof. [

Finally, we use the diagonal elements of the inverse for submatrices of L to represent the

effective resistance €2(i, X') between a vertex ¢ and a vertex group X, as well as the resistance
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distance Q(X) of X.

Theorem IV.17. In a digraph G = (V,E, W), the effective resistance between a vertex i € V

and a vertex group X CV is
06, X) = (L3})

and the resistance distance of vertex set X CV is
Q(X) = Tr (L\—;) .

Proof. To prove the theorem, we first introduce some notations. Let ¢ (i, X') be the vector of

generalized voltages ¢; x(k), k =1,2,...,n, defined by

(i, X) = <¢i,/’\,’(1)7¢i,é\f(2), e ,<bi,x(n)>T.

Define ¢ (i, X) as

(i, X) = o(i, X)\(xugiyy

namely, ¢ (i, X') is equal to ¢(i, X') with entries corresponding to X U {i} being removed.
Without loss of generality, suppose i is the last vertex of V\X'. Then, considering the fact
that ¢; (i) =1 and P,; = 0, we have

Ly o6, X)\ | _ Lix ¢(i79f)
1 , ¢ix(1)

3 3

=dgm; | — Z P joix(j) + (1 — Pi;) ¢i x(i)

ey (40)

s
KE

:dgﬂ-ipes (’l, X)

Furthermore, for any k # i, since Py, = 0 and >_jev\x Py ;¢; x(j) = ¢i x(k), we have
J#k

Lo [PEOV] 2 g, (26
1 ¢z‘,X(l)

k k
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=dgmy, | — Z Py jbix(5) + (1 — Pyy) gix(k)| =0.
JEVA\X
i#k
Combining the above-obtained results, we get

L o(i, X)) _ 0 7 @1

1 dgm; Pos (i, X)

Multiplying L{ to the left on both sides of (41) gives

(i, X) =L} 0 . (42)
1

Y\ dgmi Pa(i, X)
Considering the last row of (42), we have
1= (L@) ' dgm Pu(i, X),
which yields
(L—1> R 43)
VWi dgm;Pu(i, X) T
where the second equality is obtained by Definition III.5.

The relation Q(X) = Tr(L{ +) follows directly from the definition of 2(X’) and the above
expression for Q(i, X). O

Note that Theorem IV.17 generalizes the results for resistance distances of vertex group for

undirected graph [17].

V. FINDING VERTEX GROUP WITH MINIMUM RESISTANCE DISTANCE

Identifying crucial vertex groups is a fundamental problem in data mining and graph applica-
tions [62], [63]. As an application, in this section we use the notion of resistance distance of a
vertex group to find the most important group with fixed number of vertices. To this end, we first
study the properties of the resistance distance 2(X') as a function of set X' by showing that Q(X)
is monotone decreasing and supermodular. Then, we extend the NP-hard optimization problem
for vertex group centrality in [17] to digraphs: How to choose 1 < k < n vertices forming

set X, so that {2(X') is minimized. Moreover, we propose a deterministic greedy approximation
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algorithm to solve the problem. Finally, we conduct experiments in model and real networks to

evaluate our approximation algorithm.

A. Properties of Resistance Distance for a Vertex Group

Note that the resistance distance 2(X') is a function of set X. In this subsection, we show
that 2(X’) is monotone decreasing and supermodular. To this end, We first introduce the formal
definitions for monotone and supermodular set functions. For simplicity, for any vertex ¢ and

set X' of vertices, we write X + ¢ to denote X U {i} and X — ¢ to denote X'\{i}.

Definition V.1. (Monotonicity) A set function f : 2¥ — R is monotone decreasing if f(X) >
f(Y) holds for all X CY C V.

Definition V.2. (Supermodularity) A set function f : 2V — R is supermodular if f(X)— f(X +
W) > f(V) = f(Y+1) holds for all X CY CV and i € V.

Lemma V.3. For an arbitrary pair of vertices i and j in graph G, the generalized voltage ¢; x (1)

is a monotone decreasing function of X. Namely, for two nonempty vertex groups X CY CV,

¢jx (1) > ¢jy(4). (44)

Proof. Given an instantiation of a random walk, let B; ;(Z) denote the proposition that the
random walk started at vertex ¢ and visited vertex j without visiting any vertex in Z, and let
P(B;;(Z)) denote the probability that the proposition B; ;(Z) is true. Since for any vertex
groups X and Y such that X C Y, B, ;(V) implies B; ;j(X'), we have

¢j.x(1) = P(Bi;(X)) = P(Bi;(V)) = ¢;(1),

leading to the result. O

In order to prove the monotonicity of function Q(X’), we introduce a notion, random detour
(z = X — j), which is a constrained random walk. Concretely, ( - X — 7) denotes a random
walk starting from vertex ¢, that must visit some transit vertex in set X', before it reaches vertex
j and stops. We write H (i, X, j) to denote the expected number of jumping for a random detour
(z - X — 7) to finish such a random walk. Note that when X" includes only one vertex, the

defined random detour reduces to Definition 3 in [64].
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Lemma V.4. For an arbitrary pair of vertices i and j in graph G = (V,E, W), H(i, X, j) is
a monotone decreasing function of the set X of transit vertices. In other words, for two vertex

sets X CY CYV,
H(i,X,j) > H(i,V,j). (45)
Proof. We first prove that for any vertex k € V\{4, j},
H(i,X,5) > H(i,X + k, j). (46)

For this purpose, we use A4(t, Z) to denote the event that a random walk starting from vertex
s reaches vertex ¢ without visiting any vertex in set Z, and use Ay(t,[) to denote the event
that a random walk starting from vertex s arrives at vertex ¢ without visiting vertex [. We write
U, ,(Z) to denote the number of jumping needed by a random walk starting from vertex s to

stop at vertex t after passing through some vertex in Z. Then, H (i, X, j) can be calculated as
H(i, X, j) = E(W;;(X)) = (E(V;({k})[Ai(k, X + 7)) + H(j, X, J)) br,045(1) 05,2 ()
+ E(W (X)) Ai(4, k) ().
Similarly, H (i, X + k, j) can be calculated as
H(i, X +k, j) = E(Wi (X + k) =BV ;({F})[Ai(k, X + 7)) Or.x+5(1) 0.2 (k)
+ B ()| Ai(4, k) ()
Combining the above two relations, one has
H(i, X,j) — H(i, X + k,j) = dpa1;(0) 5.2 (k)H (], X, j).

Since ¢y x+;(i)¢;x(k) is nonnegative, we have H(i, X,j) > H(i,X + k,j). Suppose that
V\X = {iy,is,...,i,}, where ¢ = |Y| — |X|. Then we can construct a series of vertex sets
y07y17y2a~~~yq SatiSinng yO - X’ yq - y, and yp = yp—l +Zp for b = 1727"'7Q' By

using (46), we have
H(Z7X7j) :H(Z7y07.]) 2 H<7’7y17.]> 2 Z H<7’7ytp.]> :H(Z7y7j)7

which completes the proof. U
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Proposition V.5. The resistance distance (X)) is a monotone decreasing and supermodular

function of the set X. In other words, for two nonempty vertex sets X C ) CV and any vertex

i€V withi¢),

QX)) > Q) (47)

and

QUX) = QX +4) > Q) - QY +1i). 48)

Proof. According to Theorem II1.6 and Definition III.7, we have
1 n
Q) = - > C(i, X). (49)
9 =1

Thus, we can alternatively prove this theorem by showing the monotonicity and supermodularity

of the commute time C(7, X'). Considering a special case i = j of Lemma V.4, we have
(i, X) > C(i, D). (50)

Combining (49) and (50) gives

n

Q(X) = i > cli.a) 2 di S C6,9) = W),

9 =1
which implies the monotonicity of Q(X).

We continue to prove the supermodularity of Q(X'). As the notation A,(t, Z) defined in the
proof of Lemma V.4, for any pair of vertices ¢ and 7 in V and a set of vertices X C V, we
introduce two notations A;(j, X') and A;(X,j), where A;(j, X) has been used in the proof of
Lemma V.4 and A;(X, j) represents the event that a random walk starting from vertex i reaches
some vertex in X' without visiting vertex j. Then, P (A4;(j, X)) = ¢; x(i) and P (A;(X,5)) =
1—P(A;(4, X)) hold.

Let V;(X) be the number of jumping required by a random walk originating from vertex i
visits some vertex in X’ and comes back to i. It is easy to see that the expectation E(¥;(X)) of

the random variable W;(X) is equal to C'(i, X'). By definition, C'(7, X') can be calculated as

C(i, X) = E(V;(X)) = ;2 (0)E (Vi(X)[Ai(j, X)) + (1 = ¢5,2(0) ) E (Ui(X)[Ai(X, 5)) ,
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where j ¢ X. Similarly, C'(i, X + j) can be evaluated as
Ci, X +j) = ¢jx(DE (Wi X + j)|Ai(4, X)) + (1 = ¢, 2 () E (Wi(X + j)[Ai(X, 7)) -

Then, we have

C(i, &) = C(t, X +J) =¢;x(D)E (¥s(X) — Wi(X + j)|Ai (4, X)) 1)

+ (1= 0jx(0)E (Wi(X) = Wi(X + j)|Ai(X, j)) -
Since ¥;(X) = ¥;(X + j) holds with probability P (A4;(j, X)) = ¢; x (i), (51) can be rewritten
as
C(i, &) = O, X +J) =2 (D)E (Vs(X) — Wi(X + j)|Ai(J, X))

=¢;x (1) (H(j, X,4) — H(j,7)).
In a similar way, we obtain
Cli,Y) = C(i, Y +j) = ¢;»(0) (H(j,Y,4) — H(j, 7)) -

By Lemma V.3 one has ¢; (i) > ¢; (i), and by Lemma V.4 one has H(j, X,i) > H(j,),1).
Then, we derive

Combining (49) and (52) gives
Q) — Q (X + 1) :diZC(z',X) - diZC(z',XH)
9 =1 9 =1

n

> [C(i, X&) = Ci, X +1)]

1=1

1
= a0

which finishes the proof. H

February 9, 2023 DRAFT



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY 31

B. Problem Formulation and Algorithms

Proposition V.5 shows that Q(X') is a decreasing set function. In other words, the addition
of any vertex into set X will lead to a decrease of the resistance distance (2(X’). Then, we
naturally raise the following problem: How to optimally select a set X with 1 < k < n vertices
in V, so that the resistance distance Q(X') of the vertex set X' is minimized. Mathematically, the

resistance distance minimization problem is formally stated as follows.

Problem 1 (Resistance Distance Minimization, RDM). Given a weighted digraph G =
(V,E, W) with n vertices and m edges, and an integer 1 < k < n, find a set X* CV
of k vertices such that the resistance distance Q(X™*) is minimized. This set optimization

problem is formulated as: X* € argmin Q(X).
XCV,|X|=k

\. J

Problem 1 is inherently a combinatorial problem. It can be solved accurately by the following
naive brute-force method. For each set X of the (Z) possible subsets of vertices, compute the
resistance distance of X’. Then, output the set X'* of vertices, which has the minim resistance
distance. This method appears to be simple, but it is computationally impractical even for small-
scale graphs, since its computation complexity is exponential, scaling with n as O ((}) - n*). In
fact, Problem 1 is NP-hard, since it is even NP-hard for 3-regular undirected graphs [17], for
which there is a reduction from Problem 1 to the problem of vertex cover.

To tackle the exponential complexity of a combinatorial optimization problem, one often
resorts to greedy heuristic approaches. Due to the monotonicity and supermodularity of the
objective function Q)(-) for Problem 1, a simple greedy method is guaranteed to have a (1— £ -1)-
approximation solution to this Problem [65]. This greedy method is as follows. Initially, the vertex
set X is set to be empty. Then £ vertices are added to &', each of which is chosen iteratively
from set V\X. In every iteration step i, vertex v; in the set V\ X’ of candidate vertices is selected,
such that the resistance distance (X + ;) is minimum among all Q(&X +v) with v € V\X. The
iteration process terminates when £ vertices are chosen to be added to X. In each iteration, we
need to compute the resistance distance (2(X + v) for every candidate vertex v in V\ X', which
involves matrix inversion. Suppose that directly inverting a matrix requires O(n?) time, the total
computation complexity of the simple greedy method is O(kn?) for small .

The O(kn*) complexity of the above simple greedy method is still very high. It can be reduced

to O(n3) without sacrificing its accuracy. For this purpose, we first provide an expression of the
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marginal gain of each vertex v ¢ X.

Lemma V.6. For a vertex set Z C V and a vertex v & Z in a weighted digraph G = (V,E, W),
define A(Z,v) o QZ) —QUZ +wv). Then,

el L Ze,

A(Z,'U) = Ti\_zl
e, L\ ze,

Proof. For a vertex v ¢ Z, We write Tr (L\ z) in block form as

d, T
Tr (L\Z) =Tr . )

b L\ z4)

where A = L\(z1.), a' = L,\(z4v), and b = Ly (z4,),. By blockwise matrix inversion, we

obtain
l _l T A~ 1

Tr <L\Z> Tr lA 1p A- 1+1A 1paT A1 ’ (53)

where s = d, —a' A7'b. Then A(Z,v) can be expressed as
A(Z,0) =Q(Z) - QZ +0)
=T (L2) = T (Liksy)

(o) v X ((e2),, - (), )

ueV\(Z+v)
11 S Ta-ny by
:—+—Tr(A ba' A ):—+—aA A™b
s s s s
_eIL\_;eU
eIL\_/%eU’

where the fourth equality and the sixth equality are obtained according to (53), while the fifth
equality follows by the cyclicity of trace. O

By (53) in the proof of Lemma V.6, after adding a single vertex v to X forming set X’ + v,

L= 1

\(A+o) CAN be looked upon as a rank-1 update to matrix L;(l

1
L . 1 L\Xeve L\X
o T\ elge )

which can be done in time O(n?) in the case that L}l is already computed, rather than directly
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Algorithm 1: EXACT(G, L, k)
Input : A weighted digraph G = (V, £, W); the Laplacian matrix L of G; an integer
1<k <|Q
Output : X: A subset of V with |X| =k
1 Compute Lf
2 Initialize solution X = {v;} where v; = argmin .\, n (LT)U , t1Ir (L)
sfori=2 ...,k do ’
4 | Compute A(X,v) for each v € V\X
5 Select v; s.t. v; = arg max, ey x A(X, v)
6 Update solution X' <— X + v;
Lilev.e,T_Lf1
7 Update L\_; = (L\_/% — \)“71\*) )
\vi

=
€y, L\ 1 €v;

s return X

inverting a matrix in time O(n?’). This leads to our fast exact algorithm EXACT(G, L, k) to solve
Problem 1, which is outlined in Algorithm 1. The algorithm first calculates the pseudoinverse L'
of matrix L by using the formula LT = (L — %11T)_1 + %11T obtained in Proposition IV.5 in
time O(n?) and picks a vertex v; with minimum resistance distance 2(v; ), which can be done by
using the relation Q(v) = nlev +Tr (LT) in Proposition IV.14. Then it works in £ — 1 rounds,
each of which includes two main operations. One is to evaluate A(X,v) in O(n?) time (Line
4), the other is to update L\_ ; in O(n?) time. Therefore, the whole running time of Algorithm 1
is O(n® 4+ kn?), much smaller than O(kn?).

On the basis of the well-established result in [65], Algorithm 1 provides a (1 — % - 1)-

approximation of the optimal solution to Problem 1.

Theorem V.7. The set X returned by Algorithm 1 satisfies

0) - o) 2 (1- - 1) 0w - e,

e

where X* is the optimal solution to Problem I and v* is the vertex with the minimum resistance
distance for a single vertex, i.e.,
def ) def )
X* = argmin Q(X), 0* = argmin Q(v).
| X<k veV

Proof. Let &; be the solution set after exactly ¢ vertices have been selected. By supermodularity,
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TABLE I: Information of model and real-world networks. For a network with n vertices
and m edges, we use n’ and m’' to denote, respectively, the number of vertices and the
number of edges in its largest connected component.

!/ !/

Network n m n m
Watts-Strogatz 50 500 50 500
Erdos-Rényi 50 300 50 300
Scale-Free 50 282 50 282

email-Eu-core 1,005 25,571 803 24,729
Air traffic control 1,226 2,615 792 1,900
Wiki-Vote 7,115 103,689 1,300 39,456
Advogato 6,541 51,127 3,140 41,872

for any 1 > 1

which implies

IR kool
o) - 0) < (1- 1) (@) - 2@ < L1 @) - 0,
which coupled with Q(&}) = Q(u*) completes the proof. O

C. Experiments

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of Algorithm 1 by conducting experiments on
three popular model networks and four realistic networks, with the latter taken from KONECT [66]
and SNAP [67]. We run our experiments on the largest strongly connected components of
these seven networks, related information of which is shown in Table I. All experiments are
implemented in Julia, which are run on a Windows desktop with 2.5 GHz Intel 17-11700 CPU
and 16G memory, using a single thread.

Before presenting our experiment results, we give a brief introduction to the construction of
considered model networks and real datasets.

Watts-Strogatz (WS) small-world graph [68], [69]. We start with a regular network consist-

ing of n = 50 vertices connected to their /' = 10 nearest neighbors. The vertices are arranged
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in a ring with 2K edges per vertex. In the rewiring procedure, We select a vertex and the edge
that connects this vertex to its nearest neighbor in a counterclockwise sense. With probability p
we rewire this edge to a randomly chosen vertex in the network, and with probability 1 —p we
leave it as it is. Self-connections and repeated connections are not allowed. With probability b
the edge goes out from the current vertex and with probability 1 — b it goes into it. We move
counterclockwise around the ring and repeat this procedure for each vertex until one lap is
completed. Then we repeat the process with the second nearest counterclockwise neighbors of
each node, and so on up to the A'th nearest neighbors. In our experiment, p is set to be 0.5, and
b is set to be 1.

Erdos-Rényi (ER) random graph [70], [71]. The ER random graph starts with a vertex set
V with N vertices. Then, for each ordered pair (i, j) satisfying 7, € V and i # j, we create a
directed edge from 7 to j with probability p. In our experiment, p is set to be 0.15.

Scale-Free network (SF) [72]: We assign two weights p; = i~% and ¢; = i~ % (i =
1,..., N) to each vertex for outgoing and incoming edges, respectively. Both control parameters
Qoyt and a, are in the interval [0,1). Then two different vertices (7,j) are selected with
probabilities, p;/ Y ", pr and g;/ >, qx, respectively, and an edge from the vertex i to j is created
with an arrow pointing to 5 from ¢. We repeat this process m times. The SF networks generated in
this way exhibit the power-law behavior in both outgoing and incoming degree distributions, with
their exponents o, and i, being Your = (1 + Qout)/Xout and vin = (1 + in)/vin, respectively.
In our experiment, oy, and «,,; are both set to be 0.5, and m is set to be 300.

email-Eu-core [67], [73], [74]: The network was generated using email data from a large
European research institution. The vertices in the network represent people within this institution,
and there is a directed edge (u,v) from vertex u to vertex v in the network if person u sent
person v at least one email. The dataset only includes email communication between members
of the institution (the core) and does not include incoming messages from or outgoing messages
to external entities.

Air traffic control [66]: The network was generated from the USA’s FAA (Federal Aviation
Administration) National Flight Data Center (NFDC), Preferred Routes Database. Vertices in
this network represent airports or service centers and directed edges are created from strings of
preferred routes recommended by the NFDC.

wiki-Vote [67], [75], [76]: Wikipedia is a free online encyclopedia, created and edited col-

laboratively by volunteers around the world. A small proportion of Wikipedia contributors are
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administrators, who have access to additional technical features that aid in maintenance. In order
for a user to become an administrator a Request for adminship (RfA) is issued and the Wikipedia
community decides who will be granted adminship through a public discussion or a vote. This
network contains all the Wikipedia voting data from the inception of Wikipedia till January
2008. Vertices in the network represent Wikipedia users and a directed edge from vertex 7 to
vertex j represents that user ¢ voted on user j.

Advogato [66], [77]: This is the trust network of Advogato, an online community platform for
free software developers launched in 1999. The vertices in this network represent Advogato users,
and the directed edges represent trust relationships. Trust links are referred to as “certifications”
on Advogato, and there are three different levels of certifications that correspond to the following
three different edge weights: apprentice (0.6), journeyer (0.8), and master (1.0). Users who have
not received any trust certifications are referred to as observers. It is possible to trust oneself on
Advogato, which leads to the presence of loops in the network.

We now study the accuracy of our algorithm EXACT by comparing it with the following
baseline strategies for selecting k vertices: OPTIMUM, RANDOM, TOP-DEGREE and MIN-RES.
The strategy OPTIMUM selects & vertices with the optimum resistance distance by brute-force
search. RANDOM scheme chooses £ vertices at random. TOP-DEGREE method chooses k& vertices
with the highest out degrees, while the MIN-RES approach chooses %k vertices with the lowest
resistance distance according to Definition I1.4.

We first evaluate the effectiveness of algorithm EXACT on the three model networks for
k=1,2,...,6, for which we are able to compute the optimum solutions because of their small
sizes. Figure 1 presents the resistance distance of vertex sets obtained by different methods,
from which we observe that the solutions returned by our algorithm EXACT and the optimum
solution are almost the same, both of which are better than those returned by the three other
baseline schemes. Thus, our algorithm is very effective in practice, the approximation ratio of
which is significantly better than the theoretical guarantee.

We then demonstrate the effectiveness of EXACT by comparing it with RANDOM, ToOP-
DEGREE, and MIN-RES on four realistic networks, for which we cannot obtain the optimal
solutions. The comparison of The results for these four strategies are shown in Figure 2, which
indicates that our greedy algorithm EXACT outperforms the three baseline schemes for vertex

selection.
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Fig. 1: Resistance distance of vertex sets returned by EXACT, random and optimum
strategies on three models: WS (a), ER (b), and SF (¢).
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Fig. 2: Resistance distance of vertex sets returned versus the number % of vertices chosen
for the four algorithms on email-Eu-core (a), Air traffic control (b), Wiki-Vote (c¢), and
Advogato (d).

VI. CONCLUSION

We introduced the resistance distances for strongly connected directed graphs based on random
walks, which is a natural extension of resistance distances for undirected graphs. We defined
the Laplacian matrix L for directed graphs, which subsumes the Laplacian matrix of undirected
graphs as a special case. We studied the properties of the Laplacian matrix for directed graphs,
in terms of whose pseudoinverse we provided expression for the two-node effective resistance,
as well as some defined quantities based on effective resistances, such as Kirchhoff index, and
multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index. Moreover, we proved that the two-node resistance distance
on directed graphs is a metric.

In the second part, we defined the resistance distance between a vertex and a vertex group in
directed graphs, and expressed this quantity in terms of the elements of the inverse of a submatrix

of L. We further proposed the problem of selecting a set of fixed number of nodes, such that
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their effective resistance is minimized. Since this combinatorial optimization problem is NP-hard,

we presented a greedy algorithm to approximately solve it, which has a proved approximation

ratio, since the objective function of the problem is monotone and supermodular. Experiments

on model and realistic networks validate the performance of our approximation algorithm. Our

work provides useful insight on potential applications of directed graphs in diverse aspects, such

as graph clustering, link prediction, and network reliability.
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